
NOTICE OF INTENT

Department of Environmental Quality
Office of Air Quality and Radiation Protection

Air Quality Division

Under the authority of the Environmental Quality Act, R.S. 30:2001 et seq., and in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:950, et seq., the
secretary gives notice that rulemaking procedures have been initiated to amend the Air Quality
Division regulations, LAC 33:III.551 (Log #AQ168).

As required by section 112(g) of the Clean Air Act, all new major sources of air toxics are
required to have a case-by-case maximum achievable control technology (MACT) determination
when no federal MACT emission limitation has been promulgated.  The state is required by
Louisiana's Part 70 Operating Permit Program and 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart B, to adopt a 112(g)
program that complies with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 63, sections 63.40 - 63.44.  This
proposed rule, adopting and implementing the 112(g) program, carries out those requirements by
requiring new major sources of air toxics to do MACT prior to EPA establishing a federal MACT
standard.  This rule provides the affected facilities with direction and instruction in regards to
applicability determinations, application requirements, and administrative procedures.  In addition
to adopting and implementing this rule by June 28, 1998, the department must also certify to EPA
that this program meets all requirements in 40 CFR Part 63, sections 63.40 - 63.44.  In the event
the state fails to adopt this program, the state may still be able to make the case-by-case MACT
determinations, or they may request that EPA make these determinations.

The basis and rationale for this proposed rule is to comply with the requirements of
Louisiana's Part 70 Operating Permit Program to adopt and implement the 112(g) program. 
Continued failure to adopt this rule could result in EPA sanctions for the state's failure to
adequately administer and enforce Louisiana's Part 70 Operating Permit Program.

This proposed rule meets the exceptions listed in R.S. 30:2019 (D) (3) and R.S.49:953
(G) (3); therefore, no report regarding environmental/health benefits and social/economic costs is
required.

A public hearing will be held on February 27, 1998, at 1:30 p.m. in the Maynard Ketcham
Building, Room 326, 7290 Bluebonnet Boulevard, Baton Rouge, LA 70810.  Interested persons
are invited to attend and submit oral comments on the proposed amendments.  Should individuals
with a disability need an accommodation in order to participate, contact Patsy Deaville at the
address given below or at (504) 765-0399.

All interested persons are invited to submit written comments on the proposed regulations.
Commentors should reference this proposed regulation by AQ168.  Such comments must be
received no later than March 6, 1998, at 4:30 p.m., and should be sent to Patsy Deaville,
Investigations and Regulation Development Division, Box 82282, Baton Rouge, LA 70884 or to
FAX (504) 765-0486.  Copies of this proposed regulation can be purchased at the above



referenced address.  You may contact the Investigations and Regulation Development Division at
(504) 765-0399 for pricing information.  Check or money order is required in advance for each
copy of AQ168.

This proposed regulation is available for inspection at the following DEQ office locations
from 8 a.m. until 4:30 p.m.:  7290 Bluebonnet Boulevard, Fourth Floor, Baton Rouge, LA 70810;
804 Thirty-first Street, Monroe, LA 71203; State Office Building, 1525 Fairfield Avenue,
Shreveport, LA 71101; 3519 Patrick Street, Lake Charles, LA 70605; 3501 Chateau Boulevard,
West Wing, Kenner, LA 70065; 100 Asma Boulevard, Suite 151, Lafayette, LA 70508; or on the
Internet at http://www.deq.state.la.us/olae/irdd/olaeregs.htm.

Gus Von Bodungen
Assistant Secretary
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Title 33
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Part III. Air

Chapter 5.  Permit Procedures

§551.  Hazardous Air Pollutant (HAP) Control Technology Requirements for New Sources

A.  Applicability.  The provisions of this Section apply to any owner or operator who
constructs or reconstructs a major source of hazardous air pollutants after June 29, 1998.  The
provisions of this Section do not apply to major sources specifically regulated or exempted from
regulation under a standard issued in accordance with section 112(d), 112(h), or  112 (j) of the
Clean Air Act and incorporated in 40 CFR part 63 or to major sources for which the owner or
operator has received all necessary air quality permits for construction or reconstruction prior to
June 29, 1998.

B.  Definitions.  The terms used in this Section have the meaning given to them in LAC
33:III.111 and 5103, the Clean Air Act, and 40 CFR part 63, subpart A except for those terms
defined herein as follows: 

Affected Source—the stationary source or group of stationary sources that, when
fabricated, erected, or installed (on-site), meets the definition of  “construct a major source” or
the definition of  “reconstruct a major source” contained in this Section.

Available Information—for the purposes of identifying control technology options
for the affected source, information contained in the following information sources as of the date
of approval of the MACT determination by the department:

a.  a relevant proposed regulation, including all supporting information;
b.  background information documents for a draft or proposed regulation;
c.  data and information available for the Control Technology Center

developed in accordance with section 113 of the Clean Air Act;
d.  data and information contained in the Aerometric Information Retrieval

System, including information in the MACT database;
e.  any additional information that can be expeditiously provided by the

administrator; and
f.  for the purpose of determinations by the department, any additional

information provided by the applicant or others and any additional information considered
available by the department.

Construct a Major Source—
a.  to fabricate, erect, or install at any greenfield site a stationary source or

group of stationary sources that is located within a contiguous area and under common control
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and that emits, or has the potential to emit, 10 tons per year of any  HAP or 25 tons per year of
any combination of HAPs; or

b.  to fabricate, erect, or install at any developed site a new process or
production unit that in and of itself emits, or has the potential to emit, 10 tons per year of any
HAP or 25 tons per year of any combination of HAPs, unless the process or production unit
satisfies the following criteria:

i.  all HAPs emitted by the process or production unit that would
otherwise be controlled under the requirements of this Section are controlled by emission control
equipment that was previously installed at the same site as the process or production unit;

ii.  the department determines:
(a).  within a period of five years prior to the fabrication,

erection, or installation of the process or production unit, that the existing emission control
equipment represents the best available control technology (BACT), lowest achievable emission
rate (LAER) under 40 CFR part 51 or 52, toxics-best available control technology (T-BACT), or
MACT based on state air toxics rules for the category of pollutants that includes those HAPs to
be emitted by the process or production unit; or 

(b).  that the control of HAP emissions provided by the
existing equipment will be equivalent to that level of control currently achieved by other well-
controlled similar sources (i.e., equivalent to the level of control that would be provided by a
current BACT, LAER, T-BACT, or state air toxic rule determination);

iii.  the department determines that the percent control efficiency
for emissions of HAP from all sources to be controlled by the existing control equipment will be
equivalent to the percent control efficiency provided by the control equipment prior to the
inclusion of the new process or production unit;

iv.  the department provides notice and an opportunity for public
comment concerning its determination that criteria in Clauses i-iii of Subparagraph b of this
definition apply and concerning the continued adequacy of any prior BACT, LAER, T-BACT, or
state air toxic rule MACT determination;

v.  if any commenter has asserted that a prior BACT, LAER, T-
BACT, or state air toxic rule MACT determination is no longer adequate, the department shall
determine that the level of control required by that prior determination remains adequate; and

vi.  any emission limitations, work practice requirements, or other
terms and conditions upon which the above determinations by the department are applicable
requirements under section 504(a) of the Clean Air Act either have been incorporated into any
existing title V permit for the affected facility or will be incorporated into such permit upon
issuance.

Control Technology—measures, processes, methods, systems, or techniques to
limit the emissions of HAPs through process changes, substitution of materials, or other
modifications, which:

a.  reduce the quantity of, or eliminate emissions of, such pollutant through
process changes, substitution of materials, or other modifications;

b.  enclose systems or processes to eliminate emissions;
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c.  collect, capture, or treat such pollutants when released from a process,
stack, storage, or fugitive emissions point;

d.  are design, equipment, work practice, or operational standards
(including requirements for operator training or certification) as provided in 42 U.S.C. 7412(h);
or

e.  are the combination of Subparagraphs a-d of this definition.

Electric Utility Steam Generating Units—any fossil fuel-fired combustion unit, of
more than 25 megawatts, that serves a generator that produces electricity and supplies more than
one-third of its potential electrical output capacity and more than 25 megawatts electrical output
to any utility power distribution system for sale.

Greenfield Site—a contiguous area under common control that is an undeveloped
site.

Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT) Emission Limitation for New
Sources—the emission limitation that is not less stringent that the emission limitation achieved in
practice by the best controlled similar source and that reflects the maximum degree of reduction in
emissions that the department, taking into consideration the cost of achieving such emission
reduction and any non-air quality health and environmental impacts and energy requirements,
determines is achievable by the constructed or reconstructed major source.

Process or Production Unit—any collection of structures and/or equipment that
processes, assembles, applies, or otherwise uses material inputs to produce or store an
intermediate or final product.  A single facility may contain more than one process or production
unit.

Reconstruct a Major Source—the replacement of components at an existing
process or production unit that in and of itself emits, or has that potential to emit, 10 tons per year
of any HAP or 25 tons per year of any combination of HAPs, whenever:

a.  the fixed capital cost of the new components exceeds 50 percent of the
fixed capital cost that would be required to construct a comparable process or production unit;
and 

b.  it is technically and economically feasible for the reconstructed major
source to meet the applicable maximum achievable control technology emission limitation for new
sources established under this Subsection.
 

Research and Development Activities—activities conducted at a research or
laboratory facility whose primary purpose is to conduct research and development into new
processes and products, where such source is operated under the close supervision of technically
trained personnel and is not engaged in the manufacture of products for sale or exchange for
commercial profit, except in a de minimis manner.
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Similar Source—a stationary source or process that has comparable emissions and
is structurally similar in design and capacity to a constructed or reconstructed major source such
that the source could be controlled using the same control technology.

C.  Exemptions and Prohibitions.  The requirements of this Section do not apply to:

1.  electric utility steam generating units unless and until such time as these units
are added to the source category list in accordance with section 112(c)(5) of the Clean Air Act;

2.  stationary sources that are within a source category that has been deleted from
the source category list in accordance with section 112(c)(9) of the Clean Air Act; and

3.  research and development activities, as defined herein.

D.  Source Obligation

1.  No person may begin actual construction or reconstruction of a major source of
hazardous air pollutants after June 29, 1998, unless the owner or operator obtains or revises a
permit issued in accordance with Louisiana’s Part 70 Program (LAC 33:III.507) and follows the
administrative procedures of  that program and:

a.  the department has made a final and effective case-by-case
determination in accordance with the provisions of this Section such that emissions from the
affected source will be controlled to a level no less stringent than the MACT emission limitation
for new sources; or

b.  the major source in question is specifically regulated by or exempted
from regulation under a standard issued in accordance with section 112(d), 112(h), or 112(j) of
the Clean Air Act and incorporated in 40 CFR part 63.

2.  The owner or operator may request approval of case-by-case MACT
determinations for alternative operating scenarios.  Approval of such data satisfies the
requirements of this Section for each such scenario.

3.  The MACT emission limitation and requirements established shall be effective
as required by Subsection I of this Section, supported by information listed in Subsection E of this
Section and consistent with principles established in Subsection E of this Section.  The owner or
operator shall comply with requirements in Subsections G and J of this Section, and with all
applicable requirements in 40 CFR part 63, subpart A. 

E.  Principles of Case-by-Case MACT Determinations.  The following general principles
shall govern preparation of each permit application requiring a case-by-case MACT determination



7

concerning construction or reconstruction of a major source and all subsequent review of and
actions taken concerning such an application by the department:

1.  the MACT emission limitation or MACT requirements recommended by the
applicant and approved by the department shall not be less stringent than the emission control that
is achieved in practice by the best controlled similar source as determined by the department;

2.  based upon available information, the MACT emission limitation and control
technology (including any requirements under Subsection E.3 of this Section) recommended by
the applicant and approved by the department shall achieve the maximum degree of reduction in
emissions of hazardous air pollutants that can be achieved by utilizing those control technologies
that can be identified from the available information, taking into consideration the costs of
achieving such emission reduction, any non-air quality health and environmental impacts, and
energy requirements associated with the emission reduction;

3.  the applicant may recommend a specific design, equipment, work practice, 
operational standard, or a combination thereof.  The department may approve such a standard
based on these recommendations if the department specifically determines that it is not feasible to
prescribe or enforce an emission limitation as defined herein; and

4.  if the administrator has either proposed a relevant emission standard in
accordance with section 112(d) or  112(h) of the Clean Air Act or adopted a presumptive MACT
determination for the source category that includes the constructed or reconstructed major
source, then the MACT requirements applied to the affected source shall have considered those
MACT emission limitations and requirements of the proposed standard or presumptive MACT
determination.

F.  Application Requirements for Case-by-Case MACT Determination

1.  The application shall specify a control technology selected by the owner or
operator that, if properly operated and maintained, will meet the MACT emission limitation or
standard as determined by Subsection E of this Section.

2.  In the event that an affected source would require additional control technology
or a change in control technology, the application for a MACT determination shall contain the
following information: 

a.  identifying information, including company name, physical address and
mailing address, facility name and address, if different from the company, a map showing the
location of the facility, owner’s and operator’s names and agent, and telephone number and name
of plant manager or contact;
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b.  a brief description of the major source to be constructed or
reconstructed and identification of any listed source category or categories in which it is included;

c.  the expected commencement date for the affected source;

d.  the expected completion date for the affected source;

e.  the anticipated date of start-up for the affected source;

f.  the hazardous air pollutant emitted by the affected source and the
estimated emission rate for each such hazardous air pollutant, to the extent this information is
needed by the department to determine MACT;

g.  any federally enforceable emission limitations applicable to the affected
source;

h.  the maximum and expected utilization of capacity of the affected
source, to the extent this information is needed by the department to determine MACT;

i.  the controlled emissions for the affected source in tons per year at
expected and maximum utilization of capacity, to the extent this information is needed by the
department to determine MACT;

j.  a recommended emission limitation for the affected source consistent
with the principles set forth in Subsection E of this Section;

k.  the selected control technology to meet the recommended MACT
emission limitation, including technical information on the design, operation, size, and estimated
control efficiency of the control technology (and the manufacturer’s name, address, telephone
number, and relevant specifications and drawings, if requested by the department);

l.  supporting documentation including identification of alternative control
technologies considered by the applicant to meet the emission limitation, and analysis of cost and
non-air quality health environmental impacts or energy requirements for the selected control
technology; and

m.  any other relevant information required in accordance with 40 CFR
part 63, subpart A.

3.  In the event that an affected source will be in compliance, upon start-up, with
the case-by-case MACT provisions in accordance with this Section without a change in control
technology, the application for a MACT determination shall also contain documentation of the
control technology in place.
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G.  Compliance with MACT Determination.  An owner or operator of an affected source
that has obtained a MACT determination shall be deemed to be in compliance with section
112(g)(2)(B) of  the Clean Air Act only to the extent that the affected source is in compliance
with all part 70 permit requirements.  Any violation of such requirements by the owner or
operator shall be deemed by the department and by EPA to be a violation of the prohibition on
construction or reconstruction in section 112(g)(2)(B) for whatever period the owner or operator
is determined to be in violation of such requirements, and shall subject the owner or operator to
appropriate enforcement action under the Clean Air Act.

H.  Requirement for Affected Source Subject to a Subsequently Promulgated MACT
Standard or MACT Requirement
 

1.  If the administrator promulgates an emission standard under section 112(d) or
112(h) of the Clean Air Act or the department issues a determination under section 112(j) of the
federal Clean Air Act that is applicable to a stationary source or group of sources that would be
deemed to be an affected source under this Section before the date that the owner or operator has
obtained a final and legally effective MACT determination in accordance with this Section, the
owner or operator of the source(s) shall comply with the promulgated standard or determination
rather than any MACT determination in  accordance with this Section and the owner or operator
shall comply with the promulgated standard by the compliance date in the promulgated standard.

2.  If the administrator promulgates an emission standard under section 112(d) or 
112(h) of the Clean Air Act or the department makes a determination under section 112(j) of the
Clean Air Act that is applicable to a stationary source or group of sources that was deemed to be
an affected source under this Section and has been subject to a prior case-by-case MACT
determination in accordance with this Section and the owner or operator obtained a final and
legally effective case-by-case MACT determination prior to the promulgation date of such
emission standard, then the department shall issue an initial operating permit that incorporates the
emission standard or determination or revise the operating permit according to the reopening
procedures in LAC 33:III.529, whichever is relevant, to incorporate the emission standard or
determination.

a.  The EPA may include in the emission standard established under section
112(d) or 112(h) of the Clean Air Act a specific compliance date for those sources that have
obtained a final and legally effective MACT determination in accordance with this Section and
that have submitted the information required by this Section to the EPA before the close of the
public comment period for the standards established under section 112(d) of the Clean Air Act. 
Such date shall assure that the owner or operator shall comply with the promulgated standard as
expeditiously as practicable, but not longer than eight years after such standard is promulgated. 
In that event, the department shall incorporate the applicable compliance date in the part 70
permit.
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b.  If no compliance date has been established in the promulgated 112(d) or
section 112(h) standard or section 112(j) determination of the Clean Air Act, for those sources
that have obtained a final and legally effective MACT determination in accordance with this
Section, then the department shall establish a compliance date in the permit that assures that the
owner or operator shall comply with the promulgated standard or determination as expeditiously
as practicable, but not longer than eight years after such standard is promulgated or a section
112(j) determination is made.

3.  Notwithstanding the requirements of Subsection H.1 and 2 of this Section, if
the administrator promulgates an emission standard under section 112(d) or 112(h) of the Clean
Air Act or the department issues a determination under section 112(j) of the Clean Air Act that is
applicable to a stationary source or group of sources that was deemed to be an affected source
under this Section and that is the subject of a prior case-by-case MACT determination in
accordance with this Section, and the level of control required by the emission standard issued
under section 112(d) or 112(h) or the determination issued under section 112(j) is less stringent
than the level of control required by any emission limitation or standard in the prior MACT
determination, the department is not required to incorporate any less stringent terms of the
promulgated standard in the part 70 permit applicable to such source(s) and may in its discretion
consider any more stringent provisions of the prior MACT determination to be applicable legal
requirements when issuing or revising such an operating permit.

I.  Effective Date of MACT Determination.  The effective date of a MACT determination
shall be the date of issuance of a part 70 permit incorporating a MACT determination.

J.  Compliance Date.  On and after the date of start-up, an affected source that is subject
to the requirements of this Section shall be in compliance with all applicable requirements
specified in the MACT determination.

AUTHORITY NOTE:  Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:2001 and 2060.
HISTORICAL NOTE:  Promulgated by the Department of Environmental Quality, Office

of Air Quality and Radiation Protection, Air Quality Division, LR 24



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
      FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

LOG #:AQ168 

Person
Preparing
Statement: Dept.:Robert E. Marting Environmental Quality

Phone: Office:(504) 765-0114 Air Quality

Return Rule
Address: Title:Post Office Box 82135

Hazardous Air Pollutant  
Control Technology      
Requirements for New    
Sources LAC 33:III.551  Baton Rouge, LA  70884

Date Rule
Effective: Upon Promulgation

SUMMARY
(Use complete sentences)

In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised
Statutes, there is hereby submitted a fiscal and economic impact statement
on the rule proposed for adoption, repeal or amendment.  THE FOLLOWING
STATEMENTS SUMMARIZE ATTACHED WORKSHEETS, I THROUGH IV AND WILL BE
PUBLISHED IN THE LOUISIANA REGISTER WITH THE PROPOSED AGENCY RULE.

I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL
GOVERNMENTAL UNITS (Summary)

No significant effect of this proposed rule on state or local government expenditures is anticipated.  The
proposed rule will update state regulations to maintain equivalency with federal regulations.

II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL
UNITS (Summary)

No significant effect of this proposed rule on state or local governmental revenue collections is anticipated.

III. ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS
OR NONGOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary)

This regulation would require a new major source of air toxics to install maximum achievable control technology
(MACT) upon startup.  The MACT determination is to fill the gap between the startup of the facility and the
promulgation of a federal MACT standard.  Eventually, all facilities installing MACT due to this rulemaking
would have been required to install MACT in the future.  If the State fails to adopt this program, EPA will still
require that these facilities do MACT.  Therefore there are no additional costs or benefits to directly affected
persons.

IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary)

No significant effect of this proposed amendment on competition and employment is anticipated.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The following information is requested in order to assist the Legislative
Fiscal Office in its review of the fiscal and economic impact statement and
to assist the appropriate legislative oversight subcommittee in its
deliberations on the proposed rule.

A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if proposed for
adoption or repeal)  or a brief summary of the change in the rule (if
proposed for amendment).  Attach a copy of the notice of intent and a
copy of the rule proposed for initial adoption or repeal (or, in the
case of a rule change, copies of both the current and proposed rules
with amended portions indicated).

As required by Section 112(g) of the Clean Air Act, all new major sources of air toxics are required to have a
case-by-case maximum achievable control technology (MACT) determination, when no Federal MACT emission
limitation has been promulgated.  The State is required by Louisiana’s Part 70 Operating Permit Program  and 40
CFR 63, subpart B to adopt a 112(g) Program that complies with the requirements of  40 CFR Part 63, sections
63.40 through 63.44.  This rule provides the affected facilities with direction and instruction in regards to
applicability determinations, application requirements and administrative procedures.   

B. Summarize the circumstances which require this action. If the action
is required by federal regulations, attach a copy of the applicable
regulation.

Section 112(g) of the Clean Air Act requires that the States determine a maximum achievable control technology
(MACT) emission limitation on a case-by-case basis when there is no applicable Federal MACT standard
promulgated.  This rule, adopting and implementing the 112(g) Program, carries out those requirements by
requiring new major sources of air toxics to do MACT prior to EPA establishing a Federal MACT standard.  In
addition to adopting and implementing this rule by June 28, 1998, the department must also certify to the EPA
that this program meets all the requirements in 40 CFR Part 63, sections 63.40 through 63.44 (copy attached). 
In the event that the State fails to adopt this program, the State may still be able to make the case-by-case MACT
determinations or they may request that EPA make these determinations.  Since the Louisiana’s Part 70
Operating Permit Program included an agreement to adopt and implement the 112(g) Program, continued failure
to adopt this rule could result in EPA sanctions for the State’s failure to adequately administer and enforce
Louisiana’s Part 70 Operating Permit Program.

C. Compliance with Act II of the 1986 First Extraordinary Session

(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in the
expenditure of funds?  If so, specify amount and source of
funding.

The proposed rule change will not result in any increase in the expenditure of funds.

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
WORKSHEET

I. A. COST OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE ACTION
PROPOSED.

1. What is the anticipated increase (decrease) in costs to
implement the proposed action?

  COSTS FY 97-98 FY 98-99 FY 99-00

  PERSONAL SERVICES
  OPERATING EXPENSES
  PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
  OTHER CHARGES
  EQUIPMENT
  TOTAL  -0-   -0-    -0-
  MAJOR REPAIR & CONSTR.
  POSITIONS (#)  -0-   -0-    -0-

2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or savings
shown in "A.1.",  including the increase or reduction in
workload or additional paperwork (number of new forms,
additional documentation, etc.) anticipated as a result of
the implementation of the proposed action.  Describe all
data, assumptions, and methods used in calculating these
costs.

This Section is not applicable.

3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed rule or
rule change.

No additional funding is required to implement this proposed rule.

  SOURCES FY 97-98 FY 98-99 FY 99-00

  STATE GENERAL FUND
  AGENCY SELF-GENERATED
  DEDICATED
  FEDERAL FUNDS
  OTHER (Specify)
  TOTAL  -0-   -0-   -0-

4. Does your agency currently have sufficient funds to
implement the proposed action?  If not, how and when do you
anticipate obtaining such funds?

There is no expenditure of funds needed to implement the proposed action.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
WORKSHEET

B. COST OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS RESULTING FROM THE
ACTION PROPOSED.

1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the
proposed action on local governmental units, including
adjustments in workload and paperwork requirements. 
Describe all data, assumptions and methods used in
calculating this impact.

No impact is anticipated on local governmental units including adjustments in workload
and paperwork requirements.

2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local governmental
unit which will be affected by these costs or savings.

No significant effect on any sources of funding of local governmental units is anticipated
as a result of this proposed amendment.

II. EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS.

A. What increase (decrease) in revenues can be anticipated from the
proposed action?

No significant effect on any sources of funding of local governmental units is anticipated as a
result of this proposed rule.

  REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE FY 97-98 FY 98-99 FY 99-00

  STATE GENERAL FUND
  AGENCY SELF-GENERATED
  RESTRICTED FUNDS*
  FEDERAL FUNDS
  LOCAL FUNDS
  TOTAL   -0-    -0-    -0-

* Specify the particular fund being impacted.

B. Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or decrease in
revenues shown in "A".  Describe all data, assumptions, and
methods used in calculating these increases or decreases.

This Section is not applicable.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
WORKSHEET

III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR
NONGOVERNMENTAL GROUPS.

A. What persons or non-governmental groups would be directly
affected by the proposed action?  For each, provide an estimate
and a narrative description of any effect on costs, including
workload adjustments and additional paperwork (number new forms,
additional documentation, etc.), they may have to incur as a
result of the proposed action.

This regulation would require a new major source of air toxics to install maximum achievable
control technology (MACT) upon startup.  The MACT determination is to fill the gap between
the startup of the facility and the promulgation of a federal MACT standard.  Eventually, all
facilities installing MACT due to this rulemaking would have been required to install MACT in
the future.  If the State fails to adopt this program, EPA will still require that these facilities do
MACT. The department will have to review permit applications and determine if their MACT
analysis is correct.  Since this rule only applies to new or reconstructed sources, the increase in
workload is considered to be insignificant.

B. Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of any
impact on receipts and/or income resulting from this rule change
to these groups.

No significant impact on receipts and/or income is anticipated.

IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT.

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the proposed action on
competition and employment in the public and private sectors.  Include
a summary of any data, assumptions and methods used in making these
estimates.

No significant impact of this proposed rule on competition and employment in the public and private
sectors is anticipated.
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